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The  Acting  President  reviews  events  of  recent  days 


Dr.  J.  H.  Sword’s  review  of  the  events  of  the  last  few 
days,  dated  March  15,  follows: 

The  dispute  over  access  to  the  stacks  of  the  Robarts 
Library  dates  from  more  than  ten  weeks  ago  when  the 
Students’  Administrative  Council  passed  a resolution 
that  all  students,  faculty  and  support  staff  have  equal 
access,  including  direct  access  to  all  stack  collections, 
and  that  the  Library  Council  study  the  matter  of  access 
for  the  general  public.  This  motion  was  endorsed  by  the 
Graduate  Students’  Union.  The  Council  of  the  Graduate 
School  and  the  Chief  Librarian  made  public  statements 
endorsing  differential  access  to  the  stacks.  The  S.A.C. 
motion  went  to  the  Library  Council  on  February  2 and 
was  defeated,  and  the  Council  referred  the  question  of 
the  need  for  and  nature  of  restrictions  on  access  to  a 
committee  which  subsequently  became  known  as  the 
Heyworth  Committee. 

In  an  atmosphere  of  mounting  tension  and  excite- 
ment the  S.A.C.  organized  an  overnight  “Stack  Party”  in 
the  Sigmund  Samuel  Library  on  February  9 and  a mass 
meeting  in  Convocation  Hall  (February  11).  The  Var- 
sity had  sustained  an  intense  campaign  for  unqualified 
equal  access.  The  appearance  of  the  Draft  Report  of 
the  Wright  Commission,  the  tone  of  the  Draft  Report 
in  general,  and  Recommendation  #18  in  particular,  gave 
a great  deal  of  support  to  the  student  position.  Also 
many  letters  in  the  press,  both  pro  and  con,  made  it 
clear  that  faculty  opinion  was  sharply  divided  on  the 
topic. 

The  Heyworth  Committee  reported  in  favour  of  dif- 
ferential access  for  various  categories  of  students,  and 
very  limited  privileges  for  those  outside  the  University. 
This  report  was  passed  by  the  Library  Council  on  March 
2 and  went  to  the  Senate  on  March  10.  Because  of  a 
large  number  of  observers,  the  Senate  moved  to  the 
Medical  Sciences  building.  On  my  suggestion,  and  with 
the  concurrence  of  the  great  majority  of  Senators,  it 
was  agreed  to  debate  the  issue  in  terms  of  the  principle 
of  different  degrees  of  access  to  the  stacks  by  different 
users,  as  put  in  the  report  of  the  Executive  Committee 
w hich  follows. 

The  Executive  Committee  has  discussed  the 
report  of  the  Heyworth  Committee  on  stack  access 
to  the  John  P.  Robarts  Library  which  has  been  ap- 
proved by  the  Library  Council,  and  recommends 
that  it  be  approved  by  the  Senate  in  principle. 

The  Executive  Committee  understands  that  ap- 
proval in  principle  means  that  there  will  be  dif- 
ferent degrees  of  access  to  the  John  P.  Robarts 
Library  stacks  by  different  users.  In  making  this 
recommendation  the  Executive  Committee  expres- 
ses the  belief  that  until  the  Senate  has  made  its 
decision  on  this  point  of  principle  no  decisions  on 
points  of  detail  should  be  made. 

After  full  debate  the  principle  of  different  degrees  of 
access  to  the  slacks  by  different  users,  as  enumerated 
above,  was  passed  by  a vote  of  67  to  28. 

The  debate  continued  briefly,  with  a number  of  per- 
sons suggesting  there  should  be  a special  meeting  soon 
to  discuss  the  details  of  the  Heyworth  Report.  Just  after 
10.30  p.m.  the  Senate  adjourned  when  it  was  informed 
that  a number  of  students  had  occupied  the  Senate 
Chamber  in  Simcoe  Hall. 

I brought  together  a group  of  academic  and  adminis- 
trative colleagues  and  we  spent  most  of  Friday  night 
talking  with  a group  of  students  to  see  if  a way  could 
be  found  to  resolve  the  difficulties  and  end  the  sit-in. 
The  membership  of  the  student  group  changed  from 
time  to  time,  which  made  consecutive  discussion  very 
difficult,  and  also  they  were  demanding  assurances  that 
we  had  no  authority  to  give.  The  students  persisted  in 
the  belief  that  we  could  bind  the^  Library  Council  and 
the  Senate  to  a certain  course  of  action.  Needless  to  say, 
we  did  not  pretend  to  do  so  at  any  time  then  or  later, 
and  emphasized  the  point  repeatedly. 

On  the  substantive  issue  it  began  to  become  clear 
that  the  two  sides  were  not  so  far  apart  on  the  question 
of  stack  access  as  they  had  earlier  appeared  to  be.  For 
the  first  time  the  students  expressed  willingness  to  ac- 
cept differentiated  access;  their  anxiety  was  that  the 
differentiation  should  not  be  based  on  the  prestige  at- 
taching to  a particular  status  such  as  the  level  of  a uni- 
versity appointment  or  the  year  of  study.  They  did  not 
accept  the  implication  that  need  to  use  the  collection 
automatically  increases  with  seniority.  At  about  3 a.m. 
the  discussions  adjourned  in  good  hope  of  reaching  full 
agreement  later  on  Saturday. 

However,  when  the  time  agreed  on  for  resumption  of 
the  discussion  arrived  a different  group  of  students 
appeared,  including  only  one  of  the  members  of  the 
Students’  Administrative  Council  who  had  attended  pre- 
viously. This  group  demanded  assurances  of  Senate  ac- 
tion which  we  could  not  give.  Efforts  were  made  to  get 
in  touch  with  elected  student  leaders  but  without  suc- 
cess, and  the  meeting  ended  at  noon.  We  made  it  clear 


that  we  were  available  for  further  discussions  that 
afternoon. 

At  this  stage  I consulted  as  many  President’s  Council 
members  as  I could  reach  about  what  should  be  done  if 
the  sit-in  were  not  ended.  There  were  differences  of 
opinion.  Most  of  the  persons  I consulted  thought  that  the 
students  should  be  evicted  over  the  weekend  on  the 
grounds  that  their  presence  would  make  the  conducting 
of  the  University’s  business  in  the  building  extremely 
difficult  on  Monday,  and  that  if  their  numbers  were 
enlarged  the  usual  functioning  of  the  building  would 
become  impossible.  The  contrary  view  was  that  the 
sit-in  represented  one  level  of  violence,  the  use  of  police 
to  remove  the  students  would  be  an  escalation  of  vio- 
lence and  would  provoke  a further  escalation  in  return, 
and  that  we  should  instead  attempt  to  proceed  by  further 
discussions. 

In  view  of  the  reports  that  the  anteroom  to  Mr.  Ran- 
kin’s office  and  one  other  second-floor  office  had  been 
entered,  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  nothing  further  was 
heard  from  the  students’  negotiating  committee  except 
a written  demand  on  Sunday  morning  for  universal  open 
access  to  the  Robarts  stacks,  I accepted  the  virtually 
unanimous  opinion  of  my  colleagues,  and  asked  for  the 
assistance  of  the  Metropolitan  police  to  clear  the  build- 
ing, stipulating  that  a warning  should  be  given  and  that 
anyone  who  was  willing  to  leave  voluntarily  should  be 
given  a few  minutes  to  do  so.  Every  attempt  was 
made  to  give  adequate  warning,  but  the  confused  situa- 
tion may  have  led  to  considerable  misunderstanding. 
Eighteen  students  were  charged  by  the  police,  most  of 
them  with  trespass.  I issued  a statement  on  the  morning 
of  March  13  that  the  University  did  not  wish  to  have 
the  trespass  charges  pressed,  but  that  the  question  of 
charges  of  obstruction  and  assault  was  between  the 
Crown  and  the  individuals  concerned. 

During  a meeting  of  the  President’s  Council  on  Mon- 
day I received  word  that  at  the  end  of  a mass  meeting 
in  Convocation  Hall  about  six  hundred  students  had 
broken  in  the  main  doors  of  Simcoe  Hall  and  were 
occupying  the  building;  the  estimate  of  numbers  soon 
rose  to  between  six  and  eight  hundred.  The  President’s 
Council  adjourned  after  having  endorsed  the  use  of 
Metro  police  again  if  it  proved  to  be  absolutely  neces- 
sary. Three  resolutions  had  been  passed  at  the  mass 
meeting: 

(1)  That  all  charges  laid  Sunday  be  dropped; 

(2)  That  no  police  be  brought  on  campus  to 

resolve  internal  university  matters; 

(3)  That  access  to  the  Robarts  Library  stacks 

be  open  and  equal. 

In  considering  this  situation,  my  colleagues  and  I 
discussed  the  options  we  had.  To  meet  with  a student 
negotiating  committee  would  be  negotiation  “under 
duress”,  indeed  under  much  greater  duress  than  the 
previous  week-end.  The  first  demand  could  not  be  met 
by  me  since  only  the  Crown  can  drop  charges  the  Crown 
has  laid;  the  second  demand  involved  my  committing 
future  administrations;  the  third  was  in  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Senate  of  the  University.  Negotiation,  therefore, 
appeared  to  be  futile.  A second  option  was  to  let  the 
occupation  continue.  In  that  case,  the  usual  business  of 
the  University  simply  could  not  go  forward  — including, 
among  other  matters,  admission  procedures,  distribution 
of  OSAP  cheques,  and  the  elections  for  the  new  Govern- 
ing Council.  A third  option  was  to  attempt  to  evict  the 
students  at  that  point.  The  calling  of  police  to  clear  the 
building  of  six  to  eight  hundred  students  would  be  a very 
different  matter  from  the  eviction  of  two  dozen  or  so  on 
Sunday  morning.  It  would  have  involved  a very  large 
number  of  police  and  the  probability  of  serious  violence 
and  damage,  and  we  would  have  borne  the  responsi- 
bility of  using  overwhelming  force  against  our  own  stu- 
dents. Still,  we  knew  that  there  would  be  many  who 
would  advocate  the  hard  line  and  criticize  us  for  not 
taking  it. 

We  decided  to  talk,  both  to  gain  time  and  let  the 
situation  cool  off,  and  more  particularly  to  ascertain 
whether  the  final  student  demands  were  an  acceptable 
basis  on  which  to  resolve  the  crisis.  We  met  with  the 
student  committee,  and  found  as  the  discussion  went  on 
that  there  were  opportunities  to  reach  acceptable  com- 
promises. On  the  dropping  of  charges,  I had  already 
issued  a statement  that  morning  that  the  University  was 
not  interested  in  having  the  trespass  charges  pressed 
since  it  was  not  the  University’s  objective  to  convict  and 
punish.  The  charges  of  obstruction  and  assault  laid 
against  students,  along  with  charges  of  assault  laid  by 
some  students  against  police  officers,  I could  conscien- 
tiously say  I believed  to  be  not  in  the  best  interests  of  the 
University  community  and  the  public.  The  students  for 
their  part  accepted  the  fact  that  I could  not  unilaterally 
cause  the  charges  to  be  dropped,  as  they  had  believed 
and  had  wanted  me  to  promise.  (It  is  an  illustration  of 
the  students’  profound  mistrust  that  they  were  dissatis- 
fied with  the  initial  wording  of  the  jointly  sponsored 


statement  about  dropping  charges  and  demanded  the 
simple  amplification  that  I gave  in  my  later  statement  of 
March  14th.) 

Regarding  police  on  campus,  the  entire  negotiating 
group  agreed  without  difficulty  on  a statement  that  bears 
some  resemblance  to  the  policy  enunciated  by  Dr.  Bissell 
in  1969:  “Before  the  university  takes  the  final  step  of 
calling  in  outside  support,  it  should  consult  a body 
representative  of  both  students  and  staff.”  The  difficulty 
has  been,  of  course,  that  such  a body  does  not  yet  exist. 
The  paragraph  we  agreed  on  commits  both  adminis- 
trators and  students  to  try  to  resolve  differences  by 
negotiation  before  resorting  to  force. 

On  the  subject  of  library  access,  several  points  need  to 
be  understood: 

( 1 ) We  did  not  at  any  time  or  in  any  way  com- 
mit the  Executive  Committee  of  the  Senate  or  the 
Senate  to  any  position;  on  the  contrary,  we  ex- 
plained as  forcefully  as  possible  that  our  proposals 
could  be  rejected  by  either  or  both  of  those  bodies. 
The  words  “I  will  put  and  support  along  with  other 
members  of  the  Senate  present  tonight”  are  in- 
cluded because  we  do  find  the  proposal  personally 
acceptable,  and  several  of  us  said  as  much  in  the 
earlier  debate  in  the  Senate. 

(2)  The  proposal  preserves  the  principle  of 
differential  access  to  the  stacks  affirmed  by  the 
Graduate  Council,  the  Heyworth  Committee  and 
other  bodies. 

(3)  The  proposal  establishes  control  of  num- 
bers of  people  in  the  stacks  by  the  library  adminis- 
tration. 

(4)  The  proposal  meets  the  students’  objection 
to  having  different  privileges  for  different  cate- 
gories of  users  — in  particular  the  Alumni  and 
general  public  will  not  be  “second-class  citizens” 
in  the  Library. 

The  full  statement  (quoted  in  full  in  “A  message  to 
the  University  Community  from  the  Acting  President”, 
a copy  of  which  follows)  was  read  by  me  to  the  students 
occupying  the  Senate  Chamber  on  Monday  at  10  p.m. 

At  some  time  after  midnight,  one  of  the  students 
returned  to  inform  us  that  the  student  group  were  dis- 
satisfied with  the  mention  of  a minimal  public  users’  fee 
and  the  statement  about  dropping  charges,  and  they 
wanted  the  meeting  of  Senate  to  be  held  on  Thursday  or 
Friday  of  this  week  instead  of  Monday.  They  also  de- 
manded that  our  joint  statement  be  revised  to  indicate 
that  police  would  only  be  called  if  there  was  danger  to 
health  or  property.  Their  committee  would  return  to 
discuss  these  points  in  one  or  two  hours’  time,  or  else 
later  in  the  morning.  We  met  them  at  11  a.m.  on  Tues- 
day. Their  new  demands  included,  besides  the  matters 
mentioned  above,  a demand  that  the  University  pay  all 
the  court  expenses  if  the  charges  laid  against  students 
on  Sunday  were  not  dropped. 

After  a protracted  discussion  of  their  objections  we 
decided  to  stay  with  the  joint  statement  as  it  was.  I then 
prepared  and  sent  to  the  students  the  “Statement  by  the 
Acting  President  to  the  meeting  on  March  14th”,  which 
also  follows. 

The  sit-in  ended  at  3 o’clock  on  Tuesday.  The  students 
left  the  building  clean  and  tidy,  with  practically  no 
damage  except  for  the  broken  doors. 

In  conclusion,  we  have  been  criticized  for  negotiating 
“under  duress”.  I believe  we  accepted  a procedure  which 
was  the  best  option  at  that  point,  namely  to  attempt  to 
find  a reasonable  resolution  of  the  crisis  before  consider- 
ing other  options. 

Teaching  Staff  meets  today 

Dr.  Sword  has  called  a meeting  of  the  members  of  the 
professorial  ranks  and  lecturers  at  4 p.m.  today  at  which 
he  shall  be  glad  to  enlarge  on  any  matters  mentioned 
above  and  to  answer  their  questions. 

__  Earlier  statements  by  Dr.  Sword 

The  following  “ Message  to  the  University  Community 
from  the  Acting  President  was  distributed  throughout 
the  University  early  on  Tuesday. 

On  Monday,  March  13th,  a sub-committee  of  the 
Steering  Committee  representing  the  students  and  other 
persons  occupying  Simcoe  Hall  met  with  me  and  a num- 
ber of  my  senior  academic  and  administrative  colleagues. 
After  four  hours’  discussion,  agreement  was  reached  by 
all  those  present  that  in  their  personal  view  the  following 
statement  by  the  Acting  President  represented  an  accept- 
able basis  for  attempting  to  resolve  the  differences  and 
ending  the  sit-in. 

1 will  call  a meeting  of  the  Executive  Committee 
of  the  Senate  and  I will  put  and  support  along  with 
other  members  of  the  Senate  present  tonight  the 
following  proposal: 

Users  of  the  library  to  whom  carrels  or  equiva- 
lent spaces  have  been  assigned  on  the  basis  of  a 
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demonstrated  need  for  continuing  stack  access  be 
allowed  automatic  stack  access. 

All  registered  users  of  the  library  be  allowed 
stack  access  unless  on  any  given  day  the  library 
administration  determines  that  the  maximum 
number  of  users  that  the  library  stack  can  accom- 
modate has  been  exceeded.  Faculty,  staff,  gradu- 
ate students,  undergraduate  students,  alumni,  and 
members  of  the  public  are  to  be  equally  eligible 
for  registration. 

A minimal  users’  fee  which  reflects  the  cost  of 
registration,  and  a borrowers’  deposit  where  neces- 
sary, be  charged  to  persons  who  are  not  members 
of  the  University  community. 

A meeting  of  the  full  Senate  will  be  called  on 
Monday,  March  20th,  to  consider  this  proposal. 

Regarding  the  calling  of  police: 

The  University  will  not  call  in  Metro  police 
except  after  all  means  of  negotiation  have  been 
tried  and  unless  there  is  a clear  and  present  danger 
to  the  essential  functions  of  the  University,  and 
before  the  police  are  called  the  administration  will 
get  in  touch  with  the  students  directly  involved,  or 


where  this  is  not  possible  with  the  relevant  student 
government  officials.  For  their  part,  student  leaders 
commit  themselves  to  the  fullest  possible  use  of 
negotiation  to  resolve  differences. 

In  addition,  concerning  the  dropping  of  the 
charges,  I have  the  following  statement: 

We  believe  that  members  of  the  University,  like 
other  members  of  the  public  generally,  must  be 
subject  to  the  laws  of  the  land.  In  this  case,  how- 
ever, there  was  some  misunderstanding  and  diffi- 
culties of  communication  because  of  the  circum- 
stances under  which  the  police  had  to  act.  It  is  our 
view  that  the  interests  of  both  the  University 
community  and  the  public  would  be  best  served  if 
all  charges  were  dropped  by  all  concerned. 


Ernie  Hobbs 
Chris  Huxley 
Darlene  Lawson 
Tony  Leah 
Brian  Morgan 
Robert  Spencer 
Mary  Tate 
Kathy  Wood 


Bernard  Etkin 
Donald  Forster 
William  Harris 
William  Kent 
Robin  Ross 
Peter  Russell 
Edward  Safarian 
John  H.  Sword 


At  10  p.m.  I read  the  above  statement  in  the  Senate 
Chamber  at  the  request  of  the  Steering  Committee. 

It  is  important  for  the  whole  university  community  to 
be  fully  informed  of  the  steps  that  we  — administration, 
staff  and  students  - have  taken  to  resolve  this  crisis. 

John  H.  Sword 

The  “Statement  by  the  Acting  President  to  the  Meet- 
ing on  March  14”  follows: 

(1)  The  statement  I read  last  evening  was  agreed 
upon  by  both  negotiating  committees  as  reasonable  and 
one  that  I can  support  with  the  University  community. 

It  is  my  intention  to  proceed  on  the  basis  of  that  state- 
ment. As  a point  of  clarification  regarding  the  concluding 
sentence  with  respect  to  the  dropping  of  charges,  I have 
stated  that  it  is  my  view  that  the  interests  of  both  the 
University  community  and  the  public  would  be  best 
served  if  all  charges  were  dropped  by  all  concerned.  That 
is  still  my  view,  and  I will  make  that  view  known. 

(2)  I have  called  the  Executive  Committee  of  the 
Senate  to  meet  at  the  earliest  opportunity,  and  a meeting 
of  the  Senate  on  Monday  as  stated. 

(3)  I now  ask  you  to  vacate  Simcoe  Hall  forthwith 
so  that  the  administration  of  the  University,  which  has 
been  seriously  disrupted,  may  now  proceed. 


COMING  EFENTS 


MARCH 

20  MONDAY 

Lectures 
Comp.  Lit. 


Michelangelo 


Music 

Engineering 


Seminars 

Engineering 

Information 

Processing 

Computer 

Chemistry 

Films 


House,  47  Willcocks  St.  $5  at  the  door.  (Faculty  of  Architecture 
Alumni  Association ) 


“Philosophical,  Poetic  and  Religious  Speaking”.  Prof.  Hans-Georg 
Gadamer,  University  of  Heidelberg.  Upper  Library,  Massey  College. 

8 p.m.  (SGS,  Comparative  Literature,  Graduate  Philosophy,  and 
Theology ) 

“Understanding  Michelangelo’s  Art  Through  his  Poetry”.  Prof.  Robert 
J.  Clements,  New  York  University.  2118  Sidney  Smith  Hall.  4.15  p.m. 

(SGS  and  Italian  and  Hispanic  Languages  and  Literatures) 

“Music  in  Byzantium”.  Prof.  Kenneth  Levy,  Princeton  University. 

116  Edward  Johnson  Building.  4 p.m.  (Music  and  SGS) 

“Optical  Techniques  for  Real  Time  Processing  of  Information”.  Dr. 

William  T.  Maloney,  Sperry  Rand  Research  Center,  Sudbury,  Mass. 

119  Galbraith  Building.  3 p.m.  (SGS  and  Electrical  Engineering) 

“Integrated  Optics”.  Dr.  O.  I.  Szentesi,  Bell-Northern  Research, 

Bramalea.  119  Galbraith  Building.  3 p.m.  (Electrical  Engineering) 

“Optical  Techniques  for  Real  Time  Processing  of  Information”.  Dr. 

William  T.  Maloney,  Sperry  Rand  Research  Center,  Sudbury,  Mass. 

119  Galbraith  Building.  3 p.m.  (Electrical  Engineering) 

“The  APL  Supervisor”.  R.  D.  Moore,  I.  P.  Sharpe  Associates.  203 
McLennan  Physical  Laboratories.  3.45  p.m.  (Computer  Science)  Music 

“Inorganic  Models  for  Biological  Fixation  of  N202”.  Prof.  R.  Harris. 

H214  Scarborough  College.  4.10  p.m.  (Physical  Science  Group) 

Charles  Eames  will  present  films  using  multi  projection  techniques. 
Cinesphere,  Ontario  Place.  8 p.m.  Tickets  $3  in  advance  from  Alumni 


“Radio  Stars”.  Dr.  R.  M.  Hjellming,  National  Radio  Astronomy 
Observatory,  Virginia.  David  Dunlap  Observatory.  4 p.m.  (SGS  and 
Astronomy ) 

Prof.  William  C.  Found,  Department  of  Geography,  York  University. 
622  Sidney  Smith  Hall.  4 p.m.  (SGS  and  Geography) 

“Function  of  Satellite  DNA  in  Parasitic  Helminths  and  Proof  of 
Chromosome  Diminution  in  Ascaris”.  Dr.  Austin  J.  Maclnnis,  De- 
partment of  Zoology,  University  of  California.  432  Ramsay  Wright 
Building.  4 p.m.  (SGS  and  Zoology) 

“Pivoting  Strategies  in  Gaussian  Elimination”.  Dr.  Charles  Broyden, 
University  of  Essex  (visiting  at  Cornell  University).  202  McLennan 
Physical  Laboratories.  2.10  p.m.  (Computer  Science) 
“Leukodystrophies  and  Demyelinating  Diseases  in  Childhood”.  Dr. 
Margaret  Norman.  2172  Medical  Sciences  Building.  5-6  p.m.  (Toronto 
Neurological  Society  and  Neuroscience  Committee) 

“Byzantian  Notation”.  Prof.  Kenneth  Levy.  310  Edward  Johnson 
Building.  11  a.m.  (Music  and  SGS) 

“Trial  by  Jury”.  Students  and  orchestra  directed  by  Clifford  Poole. 
Concert  Hall,  273  Bloor  Street  West.  12.15  p.m.  Free.  (Royal  Con- 
servatory of  Music) 

Classical  Concert  Series  - Ten  Gentry,  contra  tenor.  Music  Room, 
Hart  House.  1 p.m. 
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Lectures 

Astronomy 

Geography 

Zoology 

Seminars 

Computer 

Medicine 

Music 


Robert  A Greene  to  be  new  Dean  of  Arts  and  Science 

Robert  A.  Greene,  40,  professor  of 
English,  University  College,  has  been 
appointed  Dean  of  the  Faculty  of  Arts 
and  Science.  He  succeeds  Dr.  A.  D.  Allen 
who  returns  to  teaching  on  the  expiration 
of  his  five-year  term  as  Dean  on  June  30. 

Prof.  Greene  has  B.A.  and  M.A.  de- 
grees from  Boston  College  and  his  Ph.D. 
was  earned  at  Harvard  University.  He 
joined  the  Department  of  English  in 
University  College  in  1958  as  lecturer 
and  became  professor  in  1969.  During 
1962-63  he  was  Leverhulme  Visiting 
Lecturer  at  the  University  of  Durham, 

England. 

Nathaniel  Culverwell,  An  Elegant  and 
Learned  Discourse  of  the  Light  of  Na- 
ture, was  edited  by  Robert  A.  Greene 
and  Hugh  MacCallum,  and  published  by 
the  U of  T Press  in  October,  1971. 

Dr.  Greene  was  chairman  of  the  Uni- 
versity Government  Committee  1966—67 
of  the  Association  of  the  Teaching  Staff; 
was  an  elected  member  of  the  Presi- 
dent’s Council  and  of  the  Central  Budget 
Committee,  1969—71;  and  was  the  Presi- 
dent’s academic  colleague  on  the  Com- 
mittee of  Presidents  of  the  Universities 
of  Ontario  1970-71. 

He  is  married  and  has  four  children. 

Prof  Dupont  on  Folk  Arts 

Jean-Claude  Dupont,  Professor  of 
Ethnology  in  the  Departement  d’etudes 
canadiennes  of  Laval  University,  will 
give  an  illustrated  guest  lecture  on  “The 
Folk  Arts  of  Quebec”  on  Monday,  April 
3.  His  talk,  followed  by  questions  and 
discussion,  will  take  place  in  Sidney 
Smith  Hall,  Room  1029,  between  4.10 
and  6 p.m.  Prof.  Dupont’s  visit  will 
conclude  the  present  session’s  meetings 
of  the  new  interdisciplinary  course,  FSQ 
200  — “Understanding  Quebec”. 


PAC  to  recommend 
new  Pharmacy  dean 

A Presidential  Advisory  Committee 
has  been  established  to  recommend  a 
successor  to  Dr.  F.  N.  Hughes,  Dean  of 
the  Faculty  of  Pharmacy,  who  is  retiring 
June  30,  1973.  The  Committee  is  com- 
posed of  the  following: 

W.  R.  Wensley,  Registrar,  Ontario 
College  of  Pharmacy 
Dean  Gordon  Nikiforuk 
Associate  Dean  Leonard  Butler 
D.  W.  Taylor,  President,  Pharmacy 
Alumni  Association 

Two  students  appointed  by  Under- 
graduate Pharmaceutical  Society 
Prof.  J.  Graham  Nairn 
Prof.  F.  W.  Teare 
Prof.  G.  E.  Johnson 
Miss  F.  M.  Ward 
Prof.  Ernst  W.  Stieb 
Dr.  John  Hamilton  (Chairman) 
Suggestions  or  comments  may  be 
made  to  any  member  of  the  Committee 
or  to  its  Chairman. 


Statement  is  composed 
by  the  UTFA  executive 

The  following  statement,  composed  by 
the  executive  of  U.T.F.A.,  will  be  avail- 
able at  the  meeting  called  by  Acting 
President  Sword  on  Friday,  17  March: 
We  deplore  the  fact  that  after  the 
Senate’s  decision  on  Friday,  10  March, 
negotiations  about  terms  of  Library  ac- 
cess were  re-opened  and  continued  under 
duress,  resulting  in  the  statement  issued 
by  the  Acting  President.  We  wish  to 
emphasize  that  agreements  should  not  be 
reached  under  pressure,  because  this  pro- 
cedure represents  a real  danger  to  the 
University.  We  urge  the  Senate  to  refer 
the  whole  question  of  library  access  to  the 
New  Governing  Council. 
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THE  TEACHING  STAFF  SENDS  THESE  FIVE  TO  GOVERNING  COUNCIL  ALONG  WITH  SEVEN  OTHERS  ELECTED  BY  ACCLAMATION 


William  B.  Dunphy 


John  M.  R.  Margeson 


Charles  Hanly 


Harold  W.  Smith 


A.  Murray  Fallis 


Erindale  symposium 
on  Communication 

The  Erindale  Campus  Symposium  on 
Communication  and  Affect  on  March  23, 
24  and  25  is  sponsored  by  the  U of  T 
Department  of  Psychology.  Details  are: 
Thursday,  March  23 
Chairman:  Prof.  Patricia  Pliner 
10  a.m.  “Cognitive  Structures  and  Af- 
fect in  Language”.  Dr.  James  Deese, 
Johns  Hopkins  University;  discussant: 
Dr.  N.  J.  Slameka. 

1 p.m.  “A  ‘Levels  of  Analysis’  View  of 
Memory”.  Dr.  F.  I.  M.  Craik;  discussant: 
Dr.  B.  Forrin. 

3 p.m.  “Some  Modes  of  Representa- 
tion”. Dr.  Paul  Kolers;  discussant:  Dr. 
R.  S.  Lockhart. 

Friday,  March  24 
Chairman:  Prof.  Lester  Krames 

10  a.m.  “Symboling  and  Semantic  Con- 
ditioning”. Dr.  Gregory  Razran,  Queen’s 
College,  City  University  of  New  York; 
discussant:  Dr.  T.  M.  Alloway. 

1 p.m.  “Communication  by  the  Total 
Experimental  Situation”.  Dr.  Martin  T. 
Orne,  Director,  Unit  for  Experimental 
Psychiatry,  Pennsylvania  Hospital;  dis- 
cussant: Dr.  M.  G.  Efran. 

3 p.m.  “Language  and.  the  Cerebral 
Hemispheres”.  Dr.  Morris  Moscovitch; 
discussant:  Dr.  N.  W.  Milgram. 

Saturday,  March  25 
Chairman:  Prof.  Thomas  M.  Alloway 

11  a.m  .“The  Mother-infant  Dyad:  the 
Cradle  of  Meaning”.  Dr.  Michael  Lewis, 
Educational  Testing  Service;  discussant: 
Dr.  M.  W.  Laurence. 

2 p.m.  “What  is  Meant  by  Knowing  a 
Language”.  Dr.  Eric  Lenneberg,  Neuro- 
sciences Research  Program;  discussant: 
Dr.  N.  P.  Moray. 

EXHIBITIONS 

Tapestries  and  three-dimensional  hangings 
by  jan  huk.  Victoria  College  New  Academic 
Building.  Monday  to  Friday,  10  a.m.  to 
10  p.m.  Until  March  25. 

Paintings  by  Ronald  Bloore.  Hart  House 
Art  Gallery.  To  April  7. 

Work  produced  by  Hough,  Stansbury  and 
Associates  .Limited,  landscape  architects. 
March  16  to  24. 

Burnaby  Print  Show:  5th  National  Bur- 
naby Print  Show  organized  by  the  Art 
Gallery,  Burnaby,  B.C.  Erindale  College. 
To  Mar.  21. 


Count  more  than  10,000  valid  ballots 
in  election  to  staff  and  student  seats 


Staff  members  and  students  of  Univer- 
sity of  Toronto  cast  10,872  valid  ballots 
to  elect  15  members  to  the  Governing 
Council  which  will  take  over  the  responsi- 
bilities of  the  Board  of  Governors  and  the 
Senate.  They  will  serve  along  with  seven 
members  of  the  teaching  staff  elected  by 
acclamation  and  eight  alumni  who  will  be 
elected  by  a College  of  Electors.  Nomina- 
tions for  the  eight  alumni  seats  closed  at 
midnight  Wednesday. 

The  electoral  officers  announced  last 
night  that  the  contested  seats  in  teaching 
staff  constituencies  had  been  won  by: 
William  B.  Dunphy 
John  M.  R.  Margeson 
Charles  Hanly 
Harold  W.  Smith 
and  A.  Murray  Fallis. 

As  announced  earlier,  the  seven  mem- 
bers of  the  teaching  staff  elected  by  ac- 
clamation were: 

R.  M.  H.  Shepherd 
H.  C.  Eastman 
John  E.  Dove 
Dr.  J.  C.  Laidlaw 
Dr.  Edward  A.  Sellers 
W.  B.  Coutts 
and  Michael  F.  Grapko. 

Elected  to  the  two  administrative  staff 
seats  were: 

Mrs.  Gwen  Russell 
and  John  H.  Parker 

Successful  candidates  in  graduate  stu- 
dent constituencies  were : 

Mrs.  Clarice  Henschel 
and  J.  D.  Morton. 

The  two  successful  candidates  (among 
nine)  in  the  full-time  undergraduate  con- 
stituency I were: 

Brian  Morgan 
and  Ian  Morrison. 

Full-time  undergraduates  elected  over 
four  others  in  constituency  II  were: 

Paul  Cadario 
and  Aron  Goldberg. 

Elected  to  the  two  seats  allotted  to 
part-time  undergraduates  were: 

Mrs.  Norma  Grindal 
and  Mrs.  Joyce  E.  Denyer. 

(See  page  4 for  photographs  of  the 
successful  student  candidates  and  a re- 
port on  votes  cast  in  all  constituencies.) 

Ph.D.  Orals 

Friday,  March  17 

Mrs.  Judith  Perkins,  Department  of  Clas- 
sics. “Valerius  Falccus:  Synonyms  and 

Style”.  Thesis  supervisor:  Prof.  D.  O.  Rob- 
son. Room  107,  16  Hart  House  Circle. 
3 p.m. 

Tuesday,  March  21 

A.  J.  Cleland,  Department  of  Chemistry. 
“Formation  of  Metal-Metal  Bonded  Com- 
pounds by  the  Gorsich  Method”.  Thesis 
supervisor:  Prof.  R.  J.  O’Brien.  Room  108, 
16  Hart  House  Circle.  2 p.m. 

Friday,  March  24 

Mrs.  Phyllis  Forsyth,  Department  of  Clas- 
sics. “Catullus:  A Study  in  Poetic  Tradi- 
tion”. Thesis  supervisor:  Prof.  D.  F.  S. 
Thomson.  Room  107,  16  Hart  House  Circle. 
3 p.m. 


| elected  to  administrative  staff  seats  on  council  I 


Mrs.  Gwen  Russell  John  H.  Parker 


The  Council  of  Ontario  Universities 
challenges  Dr  Wright’s  comments 


The  following  open  letter  has  been  sent 
by  Dr.  John  B.  Macdonald,  Executive 
Director  of  the  Council  of  Ontario  Uni- 
versities, to  Dr.  D.  T.  Wright  of  the 
Commission  on  Post-Secondary  Educa- 
tion in  Ontario : 

Dear  Dr.  Wright: 

I was  astounded  by  your  attack  on  the 
Council  of  Ontario  Universities  at  the 
University  of  Toronto  debate  on  the 
Draft  Report  of  your  Commission.  Your 
remarks  struck  me  as  both  inaccurate 
and  unfair  and  I would  appreciate  a 
copy  of  them  in  order  that  I can  respond 
properly. 

In  the  meantime,  I would  like  to  make 
these  brief  observations.  You  criticized 
COU  on  grounds  that  it  represents  14 
different  special  interests  and  does  not 
have  the  capacity  therefore  to  make  hard 
decisions.  While  it  is  true  that  COU 
cannot  legally  impose  its  views  on  the 
individual  universities  the  evidence  is 
clear  that  it  can  make  recommendations 
which  are  of  a self-disciplining  nature 
and  that  the  universities  can  and  do 
respect  them.  A good  example  is  the  de- 
cision taken  to  drastically  reduce  Ph.D. 
enrolments  in  engineering  starting  in 
1972-73.  In  fact,  a whole  range  of  re- 
commendations in  Ring  of  Iron  has  been 
accepted  and  will  serve  as  restraints  on 
the  individual  universities.  Other  re- 
straints on  graduate  student  income  are 
self-imposed  and  were  not  dependent  on 
CUA  recommendations.  Many  restraints 
are  certain  to  result  from  the  graduate 
assessments  now  in  progress. 

You  suggested  that  the  COU  budget 
is  extravagant  and  that  planning  can  be 
conducted  much  more  economically  and 
you  used  the  Lapp  study  as  a shining 
example.  The  Lapp  study  cost  $112,000 
and  it  has  now  been  found  necessary  to 
spend  an  estimated  additional  $73,000 
to  carry  out  disciplinary  assessments  in 


order  to  allocate  students  rationally 
among  the  engineering  disciplines.  The 
program  of  graduate  assessments  other- 
wise allows  for  expenditures  of  $175,000 
a year  for  two  years  (not  $1  million)  to 
cover  at  least  ten  disciplines.  The  costs 
are  in  no  way  out  of  line  with  the  costs 
for  engineering.  Moreover,  you  yourself 
supported  the  program  and  the  budget 
and  agreed  that  CUA  should  pay  half 
the  cost. 

In  so  far  as  the  rest  of  the  $1  million 
budget  is  concerned,  it  includes  $300,000 
for  an  applications  centre  established  at 
the  request  of  CUA  and  Government.  It 
includes  $90,000  for  the  library  transit 
system,  $40,000  for  continuing  work  on 
the  bibliographic  centre,  $112,000  for 
design  and  development  of  an  Ontario 
universities  computer  network,  and 
finally  $350,000  for  salaries,  rent,  data 
processing,  publications  and  miscellane- 
ous office  expenses. 

You  also  made  comparisons  with  the 
Commission’s  expenditures.  A list  of 
COU  publications  appears  in  the  Fifth 
Annual  Review  of  COU  and  I suggest 
that  in  terms  of  planning  and  policy  the 
quality  of  the  COU  documents  can  more 
than  stand  up  to  those  produced  by  or 
for  the  Commission. 

EXHIBITIONS 

“Nature  in  the  City”.  Toronto  Field 
Naturalists’  Club  illustrates  aspects  of 
nature  and  wildlife  in  Toronto  including 
methods  of  creating  a more  natural  en- 
vironment in  the  city.  Lower  Rotunda, 
ROM.  To  Mar.  26. 

“Osvald  Timmas”.  Work  by  a Canadian 
artist  who  has  added  dimensions  to  the 
traditional  medium  of  watercolour.  Erin- 
dale College.  To  Apr.  15. 

“Stamps”.  Specialized  collection  repre- 
sents Canadian  half  cent  stamp  of  1870. 
ROM.  To  Mar.  31. 
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Governing  Council  elections: 
votes  gained  by  each  candidate 
seeking  staff  or  student  seat 


ADMINISTRATIVE  STAFF  (2  seats) 
“Administrative  staff”  means  the  employees 
of  the  University,  University  College,  the 
constituent  colleges  and  the  federated  uni- 
versities who  are  not  members  of  the  teach- 
ing staff  thereof. 

Valid  ballots  cast  2604 
Spoiled  ballots  8 

Votes  received 


BOWLER,  Keith  R 706 

GOLDING,  Royden  Charles  196 

GRINGORTON,  Barry  205 

KENT,  William  482 

PARKER,  John  H 891 

RICHARDS,  R.  A.  K 539 

RUSSELL,  Gwen  1143 

WESTHEAD,  James  F 413 

WOLF,  Hubert  197 


TEACHING  STAFF  (12  seats) 

“Teaching  staff”  means  the  employees  of 
the  University,  University  College,  the  con- 
stituent colleges  and  the  federated  univer- 
sities who  hold  the  academic  rank  of  pro- 
fessor, associate  professor,  assistant  professor, 
full-time  lecturer  or  part-time  lecturer  un- 
less such  part-time  lecturer  is  registered  as 
a student.  (“Lecturer”  includes  associates 
and  clinical  teachers  in  the  Faculty  of 
Medicine,  and  associates  in  the  Faculty  of 
Dentistry. ) 

Constituency  IA  (1  seat)  — all  teaching 
staff  members  who  hold  their  major  appoint- 
ments in  the  federated  universities. 

Valid  ballots  cast  190 
Spoiled  ballots  2 

Votes  received 


DUNPHY,  William  B.  118 

FALLE,  George  Gray  72 


Constituency  IB  (1  seat)  — all  teaching  staff 
members  who  hold  their  major  appointments 
at  Scarborough  or  Erindale  Colleges. 

Valid  ballots  cast  157 
Spoiled  ballots  1 


Votes  received 

HUGGETT,  William  John  33 

MARGESON,  John  M.  R.  66 

THALER,  G.  R 58 


Constituency  IC  (1  seat)  — all  teaching  staff 
members  in  the  Faculty  of  Arts  and  Science 
who  hold  their  major  appointments  in  the 
University  College  or  New  College  Depart- 
ments of  Classics,  English,  French,  German, 
Near  Eastern  Studies;  or  in  the  University 
Departments  of  East  Asian  Studies,  Fine 
Art,  Islamic  Studies,  Italian  and  Hispanic 
Studies,  Slavic  Languages  and  Literatures, 
Sanskrit  and  Indian  Studies  (excluding 
those  who  are  members  of  Constituency  LB ) . 

SHEPHERD,  R.  M.  H. 

( Elected  by  acclamation ) 

Constituency  ID  (1  seat)  — all  teaching  staff 
members  in  the  Faculty  of  Arts  and  Science 
who  hold  their  major  appointments  in  the 
Departments  of  Anthropology,  Geography, 
History,  Philosophy,  Political  Economy, 
Sociology,  Psychology  (excluding  those  who 
are  members  of  Constituency  IB ) . 

EASTMAN,  H.  C. 

( Elected  by  acclamation ) 

Constituency  IE  (1  seat)  - all  teaching  staff 
members  in  the  Faculty  of  Arts  and  Science 
who  hold  their  major  appointments  in  the 
Departments  of  Astronomy,  Chemistry,  Com- 
puter Science,  Geology,  Mathematics,  Phy- 
sics, Botany,  Zoology  (excluding  those  who 
are  members  of  Constituency  IB ) . 

DOVE,  John  E. 

( Elected  by  acclamation ) 

Constituency  IF  (1  seat)  - all  teaching  staff 
who  are  members  of  Constituencies  IC,  ID 
or  IE. 

Valid  ballots  cast  441 
Spoiled  ballots  1 

Votes  received 


HANLY,  Charles  280 

IVEY,  Donald  G 161 


Constituency  II  (1  seat)  — all  teaching  staff 
members  in  the  Faculty  of  Applied  Science 
and  Engineering. 

Valid  ballots  cast  156 
Spoiled  ballots  0 

Votes  received 

RAPSON,  W.  Howard  56 

SMITH,  Harold  W.  100 

Constituency  III  (2  seats)  - all  teaching  staff 
members  in  the  Faculty  of  Medicine 
LAIDLAW,  J.  C. 

( Elected  by  acclamation ) 

SELLERS,  E.  A. 

( Elected  by  acclamation ) 

Constituency  IV  (1  seat)  - all  teaching  staff 
members  in  the  Faculty  of  Dentistry,  Faculty 
of  Food  Sciences,  School  of  Hygiene,  School 


of  Nursing,  Faculty  of  Pharmacy,  School  of 
Physical  and  Health  Education. 

Valid  ballots  cast  223 
Spoiled  ballots  0 

Votes  received 


FALLIS,  A.  Murray  125 

WALKER,  George  C 98 


Constituency  V (1  seat)  — all  teaching  staff 
members  in  the  Faculty  of  Architecture, 
School  of  Business,  Faculty  of  Forestry, 
Faculty  of  Law,  Faculty  of  Music,  School 
of  Social  Work. 

COUTTS,  Walter  Barry 
( Elected  by  acclamation ) 

Constituency  VI  (1  seat)  — all  teaching  staff 
members  in  the  College  of  Education,  Gradu- 
ate Department  of  Educational  Theory, 
School  of  Library  Science. 

GRAPKO,  Michael  F. 

( Elected  by  acclamation ) 

GRADUATE  STUDENTS 
“Graduate  student”  means  all  students  regis- 
tered in  the  School  of  Graduate  Studies. 
Constituency  I (1  seat)  — all  students  in 
Division  I (Humanities)  of  the  School  of 
Graduate  Studies;  Division  II  ( Social 
Science)  of  the  School  of  Graduate  Studies, 
with  the  exception  of  the  Graduate  Depart- 
ment of  Educational  Theory. 

Valid  ballots  cast  536 
Spoiled  ballots  5 

Votes  received 


HENSCHEL,  Clarice  405 

SEELEMAN,  Dirk  A 131 

Constituency  H (1  seat)  - all  students  in 


the  Graduate  Department  of  Educational 
Theory;  Division  III  (Physical  Sciences)  of 
the  School  of  Graduate  Studies;  Division  IV 
(Life  Sciences)  of  the  School  of  Graduate 
Studies. 

Valid  ballots  cast  608 
Spoiled  ballots  8 

Votes  received 


COSTA,  M.  D 98 

CROZIER,  J.  B 73 

MAINS,  G 58 

MORTON,  J.  D 128 

POMFRET,  D.  A 127 

SCADDING,  S.  R 124 


FULL-TIME 

UNDERGRADUATES 

“Full-time  undergraduate  students”  means 

all  students  registered  at  the  University  in 

a program  of  full-time  study  who  are  not 

registered  in  the  School  of  Graduate  Studies. 

Constituency  I (2  seats)  - all  students  regis- 
tered in  the  Faculty  of  Arts  and  Science. 
Valid  ballots  cast  2264 
Spoiled  ballots  68 


Votes  received 

ABBOTT,  John  446 

BARNES,  Gohd  437 

CONDUIT,  Alfred  Glenn  367 

CURTIN,  Catherine  M 293 

EDWARDS,  Michael  144 

MORGAN,  Brian  733 

MORRISON,  Ian  607 

MORRISON,  Stephen  605 

STRUYS,  Ronald  476 


Constituency  H (2  seats)  — all  students 
registered  in  the  Faculty  of  Dentistry, 
Faculty  of  Food  Science,  Faculty  of  Medi- 
cine, School  of  Nursing,  Faculty  of  Phar- 
macy, School  of  Hygiene,  School  of  Physical 
and  Health  Education,  College  of  Educa- 
tion, Faculty  of  Applied  Science  and  Engi- 
neering, Faculty  of  Architecture,  Faculty  of 
Forestry,  Faculty  of  Law,  Faculty  of  Music, 
School  of  Business,  School  of  Social  Work 
( with  the  proviso  that  both  members 
elected  in  Constituency  II  not  be  registered 
in  the  same  faculty  or  school). 

Valid  ballots  cast  2208 
Spoiled  ballots  10 


Votes  received 

CADARIO,  Paul  1326 

DENN,  Christine  619 

GOLDBERG,  Aron  930 

HARDO,  Michael  John  Clayton  324 

MALIK,  Asia 167 

SHORT,  Don 559 


PART-TIME 

UNDERGRADUATES  (2  seats) 

Part-time  undergraduate  students”  means 
all  students  registered  at  the  University  in 
a program  of  part-time  study  who  are  not 
registered  in  the  School  of  Graduate  Studies. 
Valid  ballots  cast  1485 
Spoiled  ballots  4 

Votes  received 


COTTON,  Don 397 

DENYER,  Joyce  E.  760 

GRINDAL,  Norma  860 

LOEB,  Kurt  627 

SCHULTZ,  Patricia  141 


The  8 successful  student  candidates 

GRADUATE  STUDENTS 


Mrs.  Clarice  Henschel  John  D.  Morton 

FULL-TIME  UNDERGRADUATES  (CONSTITUENCY  I) 


Ian  Morrison  Brian  Morgan 

FULL-TIME  UNDERGRADUATES  (CONSTITUENCY  II) 


Paul  Cadario  Aron  Goldberg 


PART-TIME  UNDERGRDUATES 


Mrs.  Norma  Grindal 


Mrs.  Joyce  Denyer 


